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Ms. Magalie Roman Salas { Ay

Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Ex Parte Presentation WT Docket 97-82

Dear Ms. Salas:

This letter provides notice of separate ex parte presentations made by AirGate Wireless,
L.L.C. (“AirGate”) on December 3, 1997 to Commissioner Furchtgott-Roth, Commissioner
Powell, Ari Fitzgerald, Legal Advisor to Chairman Kennard, and Karen Gulick, Legal Advisor to
Commissioner Tristani. AirGate was represented in these meetings by Tom Body, Shelley
Spencer and Dave Roberts.

At each meeting AirGate discussed its support for the Commission’s Second Report and
Order adopted in the above-captioned proceeding and arguments submitted by AirGate in
pleadings on file in the proceeding. AirGate also provided each office with the attached

materials.

If you have any questions regarding this filing, please contact the undersigned. Please
date-stamp the enclosed extra copy of this notice.

Smcerely, \

%Sp AJ
Shelley Spencer

AirGate Wireless, L.L.C. » 6511 Griffith Road » Laytonsville, Md. 20882 - (301) 540-6222 - Fax (301) 540-7930



FAQ AND ANSWERS ON WHY ADDITIONAL C BLOCK RELIEF
IS NOT IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST

Q. Is survival of all C Block licensees important to wireless competition?

A. No, Wireless competition is alive and well in the U.S. and will continue to expand with
the certainty now provided by the Second Report and Order. Wireless competition is not
dependent on the fate of the C block licensees who bid irresponsibly and now claim the “sky is
falling”. Even during the C block auction there was a disbelief among many that the bid prices
could withstand financial scrutiny. It is these prices and the foreseeable market conditions of
competition and new services that have produced these bidders’ fate. In a market-based auction
process, the market forces must be permitted to work. The Commission always properly has
advised bidders that it can provide opportunities but no guarantees for success.

Q. Does wireless competition with cellular exist today?

A. Yes, wireless competition with the cellular carriers is self evident the U.S. Strong
competition is coming from the A, B &C block PCS licensees, Nextel, cellular resellers and soon
the D,E and F block PCS licensees. At the FCC’s June 30th Public Forum, the Yankee Group
reported that:

B 41 of the top 50 markets have 1 PCS provider
B 20 of the top 50 markets have 2 PCS providers
B In markets with PCS, PCS is priced 15% below cellular

The level of competition will increase dramatically over the next year as PCS systems continue
to be launched throughout the U.S. by the multiple PCS carriers outside the C block. In
addition, a number of C block licenses are operational and providing competitive PCS services.
C block competitors operational today include: Cook Inlet, Omnipoint, and Airidigm
Communications. Service also is being provided by non-incumbent providers such as Aerial
Communications, PowerTel and Western Wireless. These companies provide the new face of
competitive wireless carriers.

Q. Does the Second Report and Order provide adequate relief to C block licensees?

A. Yes, it provides a range of restructuring options to meet different licensees needs. The
order provides C block licensees with the ability to “pick” the solution that best meets their

needs, does not change the license prices or rewrite the auction and provides a process of the
reauction of spectrum that can be used to effectively deliver service. Under the order, a C block
licensee can (1) continue to have the most favorable government financing available to any
licensee by sticking with the rules; (2) rescind its remaining outstanding debt through the
amnesty option; (3) shed half its spectrum and half its debt in an MTA through disaggregation;
(4) select licenses in one or more MTAs by prepaying for those licenses. All of these options are
generous and provide restructuring alternatives never contemplated prior to or during the C block
auction. The rules, by requiring the give back of spectrum on a MTA basis, also ensure that the
spectrum returned is marketable and not “cherry-picked”.



Q. How many businesses are likely to fail under the Commission’s Second Report and
Order?

A: Far less than the number of businesses who originally participated in the auction but
withdrew based on the bidding. 255 bidders initially participated in the C block — 89 of those
bidders won licenses. Significantly, as measured by upfront payment only ten of the initial top
twenty bidders in the C block auction remained in the auction and acquired licenses. (10 of the
top bidders left the auction with a refund of $226Million.) Over 150 bidders that participated in
the C block auction have already lost the opportunity to provide broadband PCS on C block
frequencies. These bidders included companies with significant financial backing and
investment in the opportunity. Companies like U.S. AirWaves that deposited an upfront
payment of $81 Million in the auction; Companies like Go! Communications that deposited an
upfront payment of $§ 45 Million and companies like AirLink that deposited an upfront payment
of $20 Million. If the bid prices had not reached the final levels in the C block, many of these
companies today would be creating new jobs and contributing to the economic growth in the
wireless industry. Their businesses failed during the auction based on the actions of other
bidders. Many of these companies would have matched or paid more than the adjusted license
prices proposed by certain C block licensees.

In addition, the majority of the debt from the C block auction (66%) is carried by only 3 bidders
~ 2 of whom are already in bankruptcy and are unlikely to emerge to avail themselves of any
options provided by the Commission.

Q: If some C block licensees default has the Commission fulfilled its mandate under
Section 309(j) to promote a wide dissemination of licenses?

A: Yes. Today, there are more than 130 different companies holding C or F block PCS licenses.
In the D, E and F block auction small businesses won over 40% of the licenses; 3.4% were won
by women-owned businesses and 4.8% were won by minority businesses. Other services such
as narrowband PCS, and IVDS also contributed to a wide dissemination of licenses. A
reauctioning of defaulted C block licenses as an entrepreneur’s block will continue to further the
goal of promoting a wide dissemination of licenses and promote the rapid and efficient
deployment of new services. A wide dissemination of licenses is best assured if small
businesses and businesses owned by women and minorities bid in auctions with the surety that
the rules will be enforced and speculation will not be rewarded. The Second Report and Order
offers some bidder relief but also provides the necessary regulatory certainty.

Q. What would be the impact of permitting the licensees to pay the net present value of
their license costs at a discount?

A. The FCC will be rewriting the outcome of the auction. Proposals for a “discount” based
on “perceived” net present values was properly rejected by the Commission in the Second Report
and Order. As shown on the attached chart, at differing discount levels, other bidders would
have outbid the current C block licensees. For example, if the high bid price for the New York
BTA is discounted back at 10%, the per Pop bid price would be $ 45.45. In the auction two
bidders exceeded that bid price — North Coast Communications at $ 47.53 Per Pop and Go
Communications at $ 49.95 Per Pop. Both North Coast and Go ultimately withdrew from the C
block auction without winning any licenses. Go Communications ultimately disbanded,
NorthCoast survived to bid in the D,E and F block auction. To alter the bid price is to void the




entire basis for the auction and let the licenses remain in the hands of bidders who valued the
licenses less than other bidders during the auction.

Q. If the Commission changes the terms of payment but not the license price doesn’t it
protect the public interest?

A. No. A change in the license terms alters dramatically the financial valuation of the license
used by bidders in the auction. Extending the license term or deferring interest payments
increases the value on the government financing and increases the price that bidders could pay
for the licenses. If these terms were available during the auction, bidders would have behaved
differently and changed the results in the auction.

Q. If the C Block Licensees default and file for bankruptcy will the FCC be able to retrieve
the license for reauctioning in a timely manner?

A: Yes. Bankruptcy is not a process to be avoided at the cost of jeopardizing the integrity

of the auction process. Bankruptcy is a possible outcome for certain licensee regardless of the
Commission’s actions. Modifying the Second Report and Order to provide the drastic relief
again sought by certain licensees will not insulate C block licenses from bankruptcy..

The FCC has several options to protect its interest in the bankruptcy and should not
view this course as one to be avoided at all costs. The FCC will be in a strong position in
bankruptcy. As the largest creditor, it will have to agree to any reorganization plan and can
aggressively pursue liquidation and retrieval of the license in this position. In addition, the FCC
could:

seek relief from the automatic stay

seek to enforce its regulatory powers that are not subject to the stay
exclude the license from “property” of the debtor’s estate

seek dismissal or conversion of the bankruptcy case

The impact of bankruptcy filings is also mitigated by the fact that not all C block licensees are
seeking relief from the financing terms. Accordingly, not all licensees will default.
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Entrepreneurs For Fair Play

Demanding Fair Play From The FCC
STATEMENT

There is no more cherished American value than the idea of "fair play.” Basic to the concept of “fair play” is you
play by the rules. You play vigorously and honestly — but the rules don't change afier the fact in order to change
the outcome.

As true entrepreneurs who participated in the Federal Communications Commission’s auctions, one can imagine
our frustration and, yes, anger that a handful of bidders now want to breech their committment to the American
taxpayers and are asking the Commission to change the rules, aficr the fact, so they can secure an advantageous
deal.

This is an outrageous gaming of the system. It is something every American can understand. 1t violates cvery
American notion of fair play. It advantages a few bidders —— some of whom who are backed by huge multi-
national corporations — and ignorcs the consequence to those of us - over 200 true entreprencurs ~- who
participated in good faith, offered the taxpayers real value, excerciscd prudent judgement and thought the rules
meant something.

We believe no amount of Washington maneuvers, lawyering or obfuscation can mask the essential unfaimess of
somc of the proposals the Commission is now considering in this matter. Some of these proposals would reward
the special pleaders' reckless behavior and, indeed, actually permit them to repeat that behavior in the future.

Faimess demands that the rules we all play by be honored — TODAY! The Commission has heard these special
pleadings for over six months. NOW is the time to emphatically reaffirm that the rules.. .are the rules! After all, as
cvery American knows, fair is fair.

(Coalition Forming On Behalf Of The 200 Bidders Who Played By The Rules)

GO Telecommunications 1 Cook Inlet/Western Wireless Pioneer Telephone
Advanced GST Wireless Inc. Association
Telecommunications The Point BTA Companies
Technologies, Inc. Harvey Leong {(formerly Point Enterprises)

Airadigm Communications, KEC Partnership _ Price Communications Corp.
Inc. LDMS Partnership Southwest Michigan LP129
AirGate Wireless Mesfsage Express Company Telecorp
Antigonc Communications National Telecom Telepacific Network Inc.
Limited Paninership Omnipoint Corporation
Barry County Telephone Wi Teltrust PCS of Utah
Company Palmer Wircless Teltrust PCS of the

: _ * PCS Devco Intermountain States
Centenmal Wireless

PCS Spectrum Partgers, L.P. Triad Cellular

Conestoga Wircless
Company

1101 Seventeenth Street, NW Suite 800 Washington, DC 20036
800/ 249-1986 800/999-1812




New York Bids

_l_ig_u_nd Aarket Bidder Bid Amount Net Bid Amount | Bid Per POP
1 New York, NY [KEC S 1000 | $ 750 | $ 0.00
1 Naw York, NY |NextWeve s 18231121 8 136730 | $ 0.08
1 |New York, NY |TeleCorp s 9.025308 | 3 6,708,851 | § 0.37
1 |New York, NY |ow $ 18,000,000 | $ 13,500,000 | $ 0.75
1 Naw York, NY {PComect $ 18.050616 ( $ 1365379082 | § 0.75
1 |New York, NY |OoCR $ 33303638 | § 25045229 | $ 1.39
1 Naw York, NY |PCS2000 $ 180,508,144 | 3 135,370,008 | $ 7.50
3 [New York, NY [Nemwave |3 191,583,120 | 8 1420048460 | 8 7.96
3 Now York, NY [DCR $ 193,142,084 | § 144858548 | § 8.02
4 |Now York, NY |[Nextwave |§ 220,217,964 | 8 165,163,408 | $ 9.15
4  [Now York, NY |PcSOne $ 239,900,868 | § 176008018 | § 297
4  Now York, NY [pcs2000 |8 270,759,232 [ $ 203,000,424 | $ 11.28
5  |Now York, NY [DCR ) 266,000,064 | $ 216,007,248 | § 12.00
5 Naw York, NY [PCSOne $ 280,000,006 | 3 218008672 | 3 12.00
5 __|Naw York NY_|NorthCet 3 300,000,000 { $ 226,000,000 | $ 12.48
] JTorK, NY |PComect | § 343,800,200 | § ~ 287,827,400 | 3 14271 60%
4 Y |usArWe 3 377,084,018 | 8 263,390,512 1 § 170
g ~TRcamect 18 ATBBIRITE ]S AL | 3 F57) %
. oo . . is - is M. ET8T2 | 8 19,5
n- ) s 11128 2.8
1 ] 900,403,908 | 3 4002078 | 3 2436
1; ] 586,000,000 | 441,000,000 | $ e
g2 __|New York, L 059,432268 | § 480,074,182 | § AL i a
=74 W YOrK, PCannect |3 720,001,216 | § 540,000,912 | § 20.92 20%
19  |New York, NY |NorthCat s 758,125,824 | § 568,504,368 | § 31.50
21 INew York, NY |USAWWa s 798,156002 | § 5006817.744 | § 33.16
22 |New York, NY |NorthCet (Y 842002608 | 3 631952016 | § 35.01 < 16% Discount Rate (3$35.68)
n New York, NY {NexWave $ 084732002 | 3 08I T44 [ 8 3.76
32  |New York, NY |NotCat 3 93338012 | § 000,990,084 | $ 38.78
33 New York, NY |NexwWeve |8 984,760,000 | § 736,570,000 | § «©.92
34 New York, NY |NothCet $ 1033908018 § 775490812 | 8 42.06
34 NewYork NY |NextWeve (3 1080808560 | § 770929920 | 3 4321
“ T New Yor NaxiVeve |8 1.102,900,028 | § m_ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ. 2R ) ' T 9%
35 NewYork, NY {NowCat s 1.143,008,048 | § 857953538 | § 475
49 -New York, NY [Go ] 1202278704 | § 901,700,000 | § 4098
50 . NewYork, NY |NothCet |$ 1262382060 | $ 948.794.720 | § 52.45 * v v v
59 __NewYork NY [NextVeve |3 1328612 $ 004,134,720 | § 53,07 :

< Block Bide
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Athens, GA Bids
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Athers, GA | Airtiw s 26,565 159243 012
Athens. GA.  {Omnipomt | $ 2,207 1651 $ o
Athens, GA |Swiless | $ 1,680 1,265|§ 0.0t
Alhens, GA | Georpis s 1,000 75018 3.00
Athens, GA | USAWs s 17 1318 000
Athens, GA  |Georpie L 126,000 94500 | $ 0s7
Ahens, GA  (MarcuryP | $ 226,002 169,502 | § 1.02
Athens, GA  [Swiwiess | $ 330,000 2475018 149
Athens, GA  |MecuryP |8 430,075 322556 | $ 1.94
Mhers, GA.  [Simiass | $ 490,000 7501 S 2
Athens, GA  [MecunyP | $ 541,250 405838 | S 245
Ahens, GA [Swiwless |$ 595,000 446250 1 8 268
Athens, GA  [MercuryP S 855,000 491250 | $ 296
Ahens, GA [Swisiess | $ 721,000 S0 75018 32
Athens, GA  [Marelel $ 801,925 601,444 | $ 362
Athens, GA  {Sireless | § 882,000 661500 | $ 398
Mhens, GA  |sMarulel H 77 917 733438 | 3 442
Athens, GA  [Swiwlss | $ 1,078,000 807,000} $ 486
Athens, GA | Mersia/ -3 1,184,000 888000 | % 535
Athens, GA [Exorsdo | S 1,243 000 932250 | $ 562
Athens, GA  |Meretel 3 1,305,100 978825 (% 590
Athens, GA  |Georgia $ 1,370,000 1027500 | § 6.18
Athens, GA | Eidorado [4 1,370,000 1027500 | $ 6.18
MAthens, GA  |Eldorado $ 1,438,000 1079250 | § 550
Athens, GA  |George 9 1,511,000 1133250 | § 683
Ahens, GA |Eorado $ 1,567,000 1,190,250 | 717
Ahens, GA  |Georpis $ 1,086 110 1,249583 | $ 753
Athens, GA  [SEwWre 3 1,748,000 1,399,750 | 8 790
Athens, GA.  |Georges $ 1,838,000 1377000 { $ 8.30
Athens, GA  |SEWwie $ 1,928 000 1446000 | $ 8.71
Athens, GA  [Geape [3 2,04 000 1518000 § 314§ 0%
Athers, GA  [SEWre 3 2,¥2%,000 153,750 1 % 9.60
Agmm,m {Americat 1§ 2231000 18732504 1008
Mhwre, GA  [sEWR $ . 234000 sIST250 | § 1050
Aihens, GA  {NextWave | S 1861413 112
18 E k|
£ 3 ' $
I 153
k 3 3
s t 3
13
s B8 )
3 3
{s 113
% . s
‘.*:

, &3 W , 4
Ahers, GA  |Georgie $ 4,410 101 314, H ;
Athens, GA {GW $ 4,640,000 34800001 $ 2096
Athens, GA [SEwve $ 4,640,000 348000018 2096
Athors, GA  |Georgie S 4,872,101 36540761 8 2.0
Athens, GA  |SEwre $ 4,672,000 30854000 S 2™ L‘ 10% Discournt fnse ($22.19
Mrers, GA  [cW 3 5,118,000 3837000 % 21
Alhens, GA  |SEWIe H 5,116,000 38370001 2311
Athens, GA  |Georgie $ 5,372,101 4020078 1 § 2427
Athens, GA  |SEWse $ 5,372,000 40200001} S an
Ahans, GA  |SEWID 3 5,641,000 4230750 | § 358
Athens, GA {GW E 3 5,841,000 42307501s p=X -]
Athens, GA |GW $ 5,923,000 44022901 278
Athars, GA  |SEWre $ 8,219,000 4084250 | § 2810
Athars. GA  {(GW $ g,_g,om 4887 500 | § 2050
. GA $ 6,887 000 5142750 | 3 3098 0%
GA $ 7,200,000 5,400000 | $ -1
GA {Geogis 3 7,580,000 4670,000 | 34190 l
GA $ _ 7meom s9e3s00 | 1 4
12!
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’3% ACI0se |$  THOITRA]S 5881200 8 216
Sesttle, WA (Cootvvmst [ $ 2708946 | § 001712 s .75
Segttie, WA [PConasct | S 2708040 | & 2 n2ls ors
Seattle, WA [Amerces 1§ 1082780 1 $ 812086 | $ 0.30
Sesttls, WA (Nedtive |$ M4l 06203 | 0.08
Seatte, WA [Fcsooo | s mmsis X017 |3 007
Seattie, WA inewtew |3 200,000 | 3 150000 | § 008
Septie, WA |wimeveet | § 20868 151y o000
Sonttie, WA |usauwa | s 171]8 13is 000
Sesitle, WA |ow $ 10000000]$ 7,500,000 | $ n
Sesiie, WA lusaewa | s 9427000 | $ TOPO2% | $ 281
Sesitie WA [westoset |$ 9427000 TOT20 | 8 281
Sestlle, WA 1Cooee! |5 12000103 | $ 9,000,077 | 3 332
Sesllie, WA |PCSOne  |S 11825088 | S 371946 | 3 iz
Sestiie, WA Lm-u-n $  1,628000 (% AT (s 32
Seattle, WA [PCSOne [ EERTY. T RE 2006008 | ¢ 488
Seattle, WA |owe $ 14000000 S 10500000 { $ s
Sesttie, WA inextreve (S 1333457 | S WA | $ 388
Sesttie, WA |AConnect |8 137207282103 102804828 are
ﬁs-n-. WA [Mestoust |3 13825000 8 1021875 | 3 377
Seattie, WA [PConnact | 5987321 S K202 526
Sesttie, WA |matreve |S 18814288 | s w2 813
Seattie, WA |60 $ 13514000 | % 13005500 | $ 513
Seallle, WA fWwasioss! |8 13514000 | § 138885001 s 513

, WA (8CeD $ 18514000 (s 13,086,500 | 3 S13
Sesltle, WA [usuwe S 18514000 $ 13585500 | 3 513
Sesltle, WA [Omnipoint |3 18516000 | S 13905500 | $ 513
Sesttie, WA (Amecel | 210884023 16241004 | $ 8.00
Sestle, WA |DcR $ 212983218 1897107 | § 590
Seultle, WA (oW $ 2ripo0fs 1585332% | ¢ 584
Semttie, WA {8C4D $ 2008600008 15088750 | § 578
Seuttie, WA jusuwe [t 208890000 s 16008750 | s 578
Sealtie, WA (nextiine | 20000000 S 10870 | S E¥/ ]
Sesttle, WA fwesicosst {3 20888000 | § 15006.750 | $ 578
Seattle, WA T.W $ 28000000}$ 18780000 | $ 692
Seattle, WA |Gw $ 28N000(S 178702018 580
Sestile. WA [Coomvise! |3 238210148 1708878t 1y 639
Sestiie, WA {ecaD $ DBE1000(S 178067% { ¢ (3]
Seattie, WA (veiave |8 238210003 17,008,75 | § (1]
Seuttle, WA jusame s 2e000)s 178780 | $ 659
Semlie, WA [Omepaint ($ 22421000 § 179087% 18 630
Sesttis, WA [wmszoest |S B3N 000|S 17885750 | 856
Sesitle, WA {ow $§ 27800 | 277350 | $ 167
Sealtle, WA jusave |S 2N15MMR)s 20051848 | § 162
Seale, WA |Coomwesr |S  Z75vwo008 s 083256 | $ 782
Seattie, WA {Go $ D00 MDE28000|S 181
Sealtle, WA |8C&D s 27500000 | % 20825000 | $ 764
Seattle, WA (netreve |8 27800000 S 20,625000 | § 7.61
Seattle, WA inestceet [S  Z7900000 ) § 2623000 7.81
Sesttle, WA [g0 $ 304m000{S% 208100 ' 844
Seaitle WA (2DFCS $ 30488000 |3 2861000 | $ a4
Sewitie, WA (Lisamwe |5 30400000 | § 2051000 | (X"
Seattls, WA |waswoset |$ 20400000 | 5 22051000 | $ 844
Sesltie, WA |Nextidew |$S 30088000 S 2881000 $ LT
Sepllie, WA 1AC32000 |35 30488000 |3 2063000 | 3 8.44
Senllile, WA [Comnei |5 X1 0R2[S w108 S an
Sesttie, WA jows $ g0 212903 INn
Seullle, WA [s0rCS s 351000l 21020 | s 928
Sesttie, WA jLsave |t 33315000 S F3- v 1] 928
Sesille, WA $ RNHBOW|S B | s 928
Gosllle, WA [wasmoest {3 33681600018 B0 s .28
Gogllie, WA [ACSII0D |[§ 3081300018 B51MI0 1 [k )
Seatiie, WA |aceD § 35000} 8 212820 {3 28
Doallle, WA [ow s 300000 |8 7700700 | 10.24
Seallie. WA [ACS0me (S 6908008 |3 F AT R 10.24
Seallle, WA [s0rcs $ MO0 |S ™| s 1024
Sagitie WA luganve |s 9000 (S ammis 10.24
Sesttie, WA NadMne [$ 208770001 & IR0 (s 10.24

WA isceaD $ W00 (S nramoels 102
Soulie, WA lwasisose: |$ 388770001 S nmm|s 124

WA IrCS2000 18 eTT0000% pide- -3 2] 1024
Sustile, WA s AWM nmM i 1207
Sentlie, WA [ACS0Oss |58 4oomeamis 0SSN | § na
[Gontlie, WA (Contiet (S 407810121(S WeNMe [ 3 1
Senlile. WA (aorCs $ WMo mamyeo | s na
Senttie, WA |aceD $ 4005000 (S 058790 | "
Sestlis. WA [LAdve [t 40701000} S WEBT0 | $ "y
Sentile, WA |neawve {8 e 201000 |s 052810 |5 na
Sonllle, WA fwaeosst |8 40701000 | § om0 |s nae
Senille, WA [rc2000 |8 001000 )S WHM70 | $ 1nae

WA [POoesect |§ 40705000 | § WAMMNO | 1

WA [/Co0ss |3 wsmam|s MM | S 1138

WA [Coslitust {$ 40900 1|8 A0 | 8 1.5
Seattie, WA (00 S ONMoD|t LY % 383 1% -]
Sesttle, WA [a0rcs 3 0800003 namsis 1132

1207 Cogiml C Siack iy
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[
s 1 s
$ 14995500818 4 s
$ 149711008 % 112283206 | ¢
ADPCS $ 15207008135 HISN0 B8 | &
NedAbve |S 152307008 | S 117900258 | $
Aum) $ ISTNT00 | % 17.980.25 | §
Conldves! | § 8eT2000 ! 8 124254000 | §
(-1 S 105100902 | § 1074 |8
NesAeve |3 172000 | S 123879000 | § 9% i
8DPCS s sMpwols 130487000 | §
MaAewe | S 173956000 | S 1304670001 $
aceD $ 173996000 S 130,467,000 | §
8CAD § Im28M000(S 136,900,500 | §
SOFCS $ W,787008 | $ 143,000,258 | §
Covkvem! [$ 201378400 | S 151082300 | $
!2meE: 158,583 744 | 3
$ @am [] 12786 | § 51.47 W%
$ 21000} S 1748500 | § 5454
S 2MATTA000}S 183500500 | § T l
3 _WEAnIT8|S 113 $ 73.50
12007
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